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1 . A request for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, including the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e), was filed in this application after final rejection. Since this 
application is eligible for continued examination under 37 CFR 1.114, and the fee set 
forth in 37 CFR 1 .17(e) has been timely paid, the finality of the previous Office action 
has been withdrawn pursuant to 37 CFR 1.114. Applicant's submission filed on 
12/19/2008 has been entered. 

2. The text of those sections of Title 35, U.S. Code not included in this action can 
be found in a prior Office action. 

3. Claims 1, 2, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 112, second paragraph, as 
being indefinite for failing to particularly point out and distinctly claim the subject matter 
which applicant regards as the invention. 

In claim 1 , line 3, "winding in bobbins" is indefinite and confusing. It is suggested 
that "in bobbins" be changed to "around bobbins" or "about bobbins" for clarity and 
consistency with the original disclosure. An analogous issue is present in claim 1 , line 6 
with the reference to films rolled "in bobbins" - it is suggested the same change be 
made for clarity and consistency with the original disclosure. 

In claim 1 , line 13, reference is made to "forming one type of rolled body" for 
each diameter. It however is not clear which winding step forms these "rolled bodies" 
as this term is not used previously in the claim while there are plural winding steps that 
presumably could form rolled bodies. Clarification is required of which step forms the 
rolled body (it is assumed from the context used in the claim that the rolled body is 
formed by the second winding step but clarification is required. 
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In claim 1, lines 21-22 refer to "when the tire measurements are changed, 
cutting..." but it is not clear whether this forms a positive method step/requirement in the 
claim, especially since the claim seems to only require feeding a single tire component. 
In other words, as presently phrased, it is not clear if the claim requires one cutting step 
or two cutting steps, the scope of the claim therefore not being readily ascertainable. 
4. Claims 1 , 2, 7 and 8 are rejected under 35 U.S.C. 1 03(a) as being unpatentable 
over Kaido et al. (US 5,938,869) taken in view of at least one of [Martin et al. (US 
4,261,786) and Klose et al. (US 5,135,601)] and at least one of [Hashimura et al. (US 
2002/0033557) and Kaido et al. (US 6,136,123)] and further in view of JP 2002-103471 
to Bridgestone. 

These references are applied for substantially the same reasons as set forth in 
the last office action although JP '471 is no longer optionally applied. 

In particular, as noted in the previous office actions, Kaido et al. '869 discloses 
winding a cylindrical/tubular film on a roll and later unwinding the tubular film from the 
roll and cutting to an appropriate width and then feeding to a tire building machine/drum 
(esp. col. 8, lines 40-64). Further, Kaido et al. '869 indicates that the film can be a 
thermoplastic elastomer obtained by blending a thermoplastic resin and rubber (e.g. col. 
4, lines 28+) as well as that bonding between the film and the adjacent rubber layer may 
be achieved using an adhesive (col. 6, lines 26-32). Specifics of how the adhesive is to 
be applied are not however given. It would however have been obvious to apply the 
adhesive by coating in view of Hashimura et al. and Kaido et al. '123 (as detailed in the 
last office actions) which suggest suitable and effective application of the adhesive in a 
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very similar system includes coating by various methods including dip coating. As to 
when the coating is actually effected (now part of claim 1) relative to winding/unwinding, 
it would have been obvious to conduct the coating operation by unwinding, dip coating, 
drying and then rewinding in view of JP '471 which shows such 
unwinding/coating/drying/rewinding processing to coat a tubular film (12) used in a tire 
inner liner (esp. fig. 2), this providing the self-evident benefit of allowing flexibility in 
terms of the time and location of when/where the coating operation takes place. Only 
the expected and predictable results would therefore have been achieved. 

It is also noted again that in view of the Martin et al. and Klose et al. teachings 
detailed in the last office action, and in order to provide for building of different size tires, 
it would have been obvious to the ordinary artisan to store the various size components 
in the rolls and supply the necessary component rolls to servicers, where the 
component would be unwound and applied to the tire building machine. Only the 
expected and predictable results would have been achieved. 
5. Applicant's arguments filed 12/19/2008 have been fully considered but they are 
not persuasive. 

It is first argued that it is desirable to apply the adhesive only on the outer surface 
of the film. This argument has been considered but in view of Kaido et al. '869, as well 
as Kaido et al. '123 and Hashimura et al., it is apparent that the ordinary artisan 
understands that the adhesive is applied to the film type innerliner layer to enhance its 
adhesive to the subsequently applied components. In other words, since the film is the 
innermost layer and the desired bonding is to the subsequently applied layer (typically 
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the carcass), application on only the outside is suggested and would be the only surface 
for which the adhesive would have any function. 

It is also argued that rolling up the tubular film prior to dip coating provides 
advantages in terms of eliminating air. These arguments have been carefully 
considered but JP '471 is also directed to dip coating a tubular film material (12) and 
suggests a suitable and effective manner of dip coating such a tubular film is to unwind 
the tubular film and to then dip the unwound tubular film followed by drying and winding 
again (fig. 2). Again, this would provide the self-evident benefit of allowing flexibility in 
terms of the time and location of when/where the coating operation takes place. Only 
the expected and predictable results would therefore have been achieved. 

It is also argued that JP '471 is not suggesting coating with adhesive. While the 
coating in JP '471 may not technically be an adhesive, it is still directed to the problem 
of dip coating a tubular film based material that is to be used in a tire inneriiner and thus 
would have been instructive to the ordinary artisan desiring to dip coat the adhesive of 
on the tubular film of Kaido '869 (it being obvious to dip coat the tubular film type liner of 
Kaido et al '869 in view of the secondary references as already noted). 
6. Any inquiry concerning this communication or earlier communications from the 
examiner should be directed to Geoffrey L. Knable whose telephone number is 571- 
272-1220. The examiner can normally be reached on M-F. 

If attempts to reach the examiner by telephone are unsuccessful, the examiner's 
supervisor, Richard Crispino can be reached on 571-272-1226. The fax phone number 
for the organization where this application or proceeding is assigned is 571-273-8300. 
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Information regarding the status of an application may be obtained from the 
Patent Application Information Retrieval (PAIR) system. Status information for 
published applications may be obtained from either Private PAIR or Public PAIR. 
Status information for unpublished applications is available through Private PAIR only. 
For more information about the PAIR system, see http://pair-direct.uspto.gov. Should 
you have questions on access to the Private PAIR system, contact the Electronic 
Business Center (EBC) at 866-217-9197 (toll-free). If you would like assistance from a 
USPTO Customer Service Representative or access to the automated information 
system, call 800-786-9199 (IN USA OR CANADA) or 571-272-1000. 

/Geoffrey L. Knable/ 

Primary Examiner, Art Unit 1791 

G. Knable 
February 28, 2009 



